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Recently, a manuscript we accepted for JACC had reached
the galley proof stage before it came to our attention that it
had already been published in a foreign English language
journal . Although the JACC paper comprised only half the
content of the other paper, it reported on the same animals
and used the same figures . After communication with the
authors, we felt compelled to withdraw the manuscript from
JACC . In another case, an author of an article accepted for
JACC wrote for permission to reproduce its figures . How-
ever, the reproduced copies would be published first, making
it impossible for readers to refer to the original JACC article,
which was still in press . Hence, permission could not be
given. In this issue of JACC, an invited letter to the Editor
outlines a slightly different scenar1' in which an article
submitted to JACC was published earlier in modified form in
a symposium issue of the American Journal of Cardiology .
As the !etter to the Editor explains, the authors requested
permission to reproduce the JACC figures in the symposium,
but this permission could not be given because the figures
hadn't yet been published . Thus, die two articles are similar
in text and figures although neither article references the
other.
The issue of redundant publication comes up frequently
in the medical literature and may well be more common than
we appreciate . There are many reasons for this :
1) A publish or perish mentality puts a premium on
numbers of publications. If academic committees continue
to assess the number of a candidate's publications rather
than their quality, this pressure to publish will remain
unchecked . Several institutions have addressed this issue by
reviewing a limited number of publications . e.g., the five
"best," at the time of academic promotion ..
2) Some authors have defended dual publication as a way
to reach a larger audience . For example, they suggest that a
paper published in a subspecialty journal would also be of
value in a general medical journal because of a difference in
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readership. This argument seems much less persuasive now
with readily available computer retrieval systems . As an
historical note, however, duplicate publication was common
in the early 20th century as a mechanism for reaching a
larger audience .
3) As in the case outlined in the letter to the Editor in this
issue, many symposia presentations evolve into printed
journal supplements . This practice may reflect the sponsor's
interest in highlighting a specific pharmaceutical or new
device in a form that can be distributed to practicing physi-
cians. Naturally, symposium speakers may want to highlight
some of their newer, st ,11 :,npublished data . Thus, the printed
supplement create;, a potential for duplicate publication if
the material is also sent to a peer-reviewed journal, as in the
case outlined here .
In the view of the Editors ofJACC, none of the preceding
reasons is a valid justification for redundant publication .
Like most journals, JACC provides clear guidelines on this
policy in its Instructions to Authors :
EXCLUSIVE SUBMISSIONAPUBLICATION POLICY
Manuscripts are considered for review only under the
conditions that they are not under consideration else-
where and that the data presented have not been previ-
ously published (including symposia, proceedings, trans-
actions, books, articles published by invitation and
preliminary publications of any kind except abstracts not
exceeding 400 words). Upon acceptance, written transfer
of copyright to the American College of Cardiology,
signed by all authors, will be required. Elsevier Science
Co., Inc., will maintain copyright records for the College .
No part of the materials published in JACC may be
reproduced without written permission of the publisher .
Address permission requests to Elsevier.
In addition, on acceptance of an article for JACC, an
author is asked to sign the following statement :
To my knowledge, the content of this paper, all or in part, has
not been published, has not been submitted for pub-
lication elsewhere, and is not in press elsewhere other
than as stated in a separate letter to the Editor-in-Chief . . .
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I believe that these statements are very straightforward
and unambiguous. I trust that authors will understand that
the Editors of JACC intend to follow these rules explicitly .
The medical literature would be smaller and more valuable if
everyone followed the same rules .
Is there ever a time when redundant publication is per-
missible? Certainly it is appropriate to publish the same data
in abstract form and as one full length publication . Another
recent example is the republication of information from
USSR studies in a USA-USSR agreement on the exchange
of information on biomedical research . The language barrier
provides some justification for this activity . Authors with
questions about permissibility of a duplicate submission
should write to the Editor for clarification, because puNWa-
tior, could be jeopardized .
What should editors do when redundant publication is
discovered? Previous discussions have covered a wide range
of responses, ranging from no response to severe sanctions .
The Council of Biology Editors (1) has made a series of five
recommendations. In brief they are :
I . Instructions for authors should clearly state journal poli-
cies about repetitive publication . . .
2. Reviewers should be informed of this policy .
3. Violations should be brought to the authors' atten-
tion . . . it is reasonable to inform the authors that the
threshold for the acceptance of future work might be
higher .
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4. Repeated submission of repetitive publications, egregious
first
offenses,
and instances discovered only after publi-
cation should be brought to the attention of the authors'
supervisor, who should be asked to deal with them and
inform the editor of what has been done .
5 . The editor should be prepared to publish a notice of the
violation if duplicate publication occurs before discov-
ery . . . the decision should depend in part on action taken
at the institutional level .
We will generally follow these guidelines, but on a highly
individual basis. We will do everything we can to avoid
duplicate publication . The fact that editorials on this subject
appear at regular intervals (2-4) suggests that this problem is
a continuing one . Although I don't expect this Editor's Page
to cure the problem, I hope it will raise the scientific
conscience of our readers, reviewers and authors .
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